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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

Claims 1, 3, 8 and 15 have been amended. Claims 1-16 remain pending and are again 
presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's amendments filed 5 July 2007 with respect to the Objections have been fully 
considered and are therefore withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's amendments filed 5 July 2007 with respect to the 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph have been fully considered and are therefore withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's argxmients filed 5 July 2007 with respect to the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

4. Applicant argues that neither Brookner, Lau nor the Pintsov reference teach defining the 
mail piece blocks, identifying gaps between the defined mail piece blocks, or accounting for the 
mail pieces within the gaps. However, Examiner notes that Brookner discloses customer 
accounting is based on statistical data gathered by the postage printing base (0014). Further, 
Brookner discloses when a mail piece is franked, stored statistical data may include the mail 
piece category, weight, or amount. . .should a mail piece be the first of its type or category, a new 
batch identifier with the mail piece identity may be established in the storage location (defining 
mail piece blocks) (0016). Moreover, Applicant argues that none of the references teaches 
balancing postage fund accounts for mail pieces that were produced. Brookner discloses 
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statistical data (such as batch data) may well include the ascending and/or descending register 
and the item counter, an this will permit straightforward screening of data for plausibility (0041). 

Further, Lau teaches during mail piece processing, the inserter system tracks and 
reports back to the office manager server (OMS) the damaged, duplicate or missing mail pieces 
within the data block. The inserter system notifies the IMS when the last mail piece has been 
processed... identifies all mail pieces not processed for the mail run (identifying gaps between 
the defined mail piece blocks, and accounting for mail pieces within the gaps). (C. 3, lines 15- 
23). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brookner et 
al.. Pub. No. US2004/0 193547 Al in view of Lau et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,777,883 and Pintsov, 
U.S. Patent No. 6,009,416, hereinafter referred to as Brookner, Lau and Pintsov respectively. 

As per Claim 1-2 , Brookner discloses a batch mailing method comprising: 
- gathering register information from the postage meter while forming mail pieces, the 
register information including an ascending register of postage funds printed by the 
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postage meter, a descending register of postage funds available for printing by the 

postage meter, and a piece count (0010, 0013-0014, 0027, 0041, 0057, 0066); 
- defining mail piece blocks based on gathered register information, the step of 

defining including assigning individual mail pieces to mail piece blocks using the 

following steps (0016): 

- comparing the register information for the particular mail piece as a function 
of the register information of a prior mail piece (0041). 
Brookner fails to explicitly disclose receiving register information indicating register status after 
a particular mail piece is processed; if the comparison is consistent with the processing of a 
single mail piece, then assigning the particular mail piece to a same mail piece block as the prior 
mail piece, and otherwise assigning the particular mail piece to a new mail piece block. 
However, Brookner discloses when a mail piece is franked, stored statistical data may include 
the mail piece category, weight, or amount. This is added to a like batch history. Should a mail 
piece be the first of its type or category, a new batch identifier with the mail piece identity may 
be established in the storage location (0014, 0016, 0041). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the method of 
Brookner and include receiving category, weight, or amount (e.g. value left within the PSD) and 
also assign a mail piece with the same statistical information to the same batch block as the prior 
mail piece, because it allows the system to sort mail pieces which belong another mail batch 
based on postage data. 

Brookner fails to disclose forming mail pieces on an inserter machine, the inserter 
machine comprising a postage meter for printing postage value on the mail pieces. However, 
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Brookner discloses where a postal security device (PSD) is used on different postage printing 
bases (PPBs) (0010, 0057, 0066). Moreover, Pintsov teaches a secure trusted account device is 
connected directly to the inserter control computer (C. 1, lines 43-45, C. 4, lines 20-23, C. 8, 
lines 57-64). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Brookner and include a postage meter 
connected to the inserter system as taught by Pintsov, because the secure trusted account device 
provides information concerning the operation of the physical preparation of the mail by the 
inserter system (C. 9, lines 13-15). 

Brookner fails to disclose identifying gaps between mail piece blocks and mail pieces 
within the gaps; and accounting for the mail pieces within the gaps in accordance with a 
predetermined algorithm, the step of accounting further including considering a subset of mail 
piece blocks as proximal to the identified gaps. However, Lau teaches during mail piece 
processing, the inserter system tracks and reports back to the office manager server (OMS) the 
damaged, duplicate or missing mail pieces within the data block. The inserter system notifies the 
IMS when the last mail piece has been processed... identifies all mail pieces not processed for the 
mail run (C. 3, lines 15-23). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the method of Brookner and include 
identifying all mail pieces not processed for the mail run as taught by Lau, because it allows the 
system to ensure all mail pieces have been accounted for in the batch. 



As per Claim 3. Brookner discloses based on ending ascending or descending register 
information and the postage meter print value setting information for the mail pieces, calculating 
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beginning ascending or descending register information for the particular mail piece before 
processing and comparing the beginning ascending or descending register information for the 
particular mail piece with the ending ascending or descending register information of the 
immediately prior mail piece to determine if the comparison is consistent with processing of a 
single mail piece (0016, 0027, 0041). 

As per Claim 4, Brookner discloses wherein the step of comparing the register 
information for the particular mail piece further comprises comparing a piece count for the 
particular mail piece with the piece count for the prior mail piece, and assigning the particular 
mail piece to a same mail piece block as the prior mail piece if there is an interval of one mail 
piece, and otherwise assigning the particular mail piece to a new mail piece block (001 6, 0027, 
0041). 

As per Claim 5-6 , Brookner fails to disclose determining if mail piece blocks include 
overlapping mail piece information and eliminating duplicate data so that the same information 
is only accounted for once; and defining a negative block corresponding to the overlapping mail 
piece information. However, Lau teaches when duplicate material has been detected the OMS 
denies the download request to the ISC. Further, if the mail piece has been processed by ISCl, 
ISC2 receives a download denied response from IMS, which indicates duplicate material (C. 4, 
lines 27-49). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Brookner and include denying processing of a 
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duplicate mail piece as taught by Lau, because it prevents the user's account from being 
accounted more than once for the same mail piece. 

As per Claim 7-9 and 14-15 , Brookner fails to disclose defining a startpoint for 
performing balancing and an endpoint for performing balancing and whereby the startpoint and 
the endpoint encompass an identified gap and mail piece blocks bordering on the identified gap 
and whereby the step of accounting considers a range between the defined startpoint and 
endpoint, including mail piece blocks and the identified gap, for the purposes of the 
predetermined algorithm; wherein neither the startpoint nor the endpoint occur inside a mail 
piece block, and whereby only one block ends at the startpoint and only one blocks starts at the 
endpoint; wherein the step of identifying gaps includes sorting mail piece blocks in consecutive 
order to find gaps. However, Lau teaches if the mail piece has not been processed, the ISCl sets 
a new end of block to the mail piece immediately preceding the requested piece, and OMS 
downloads the requested block to ISC2. Further, if the mail piece has been processed by ISCl, 
ISC2 receives a download denied response from IMS, which indicates duplicate material (i.e., 
the mail pieces are accounted for consecutively, despite being on separate inserters)(C. 4, lines 
27-49). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the method of Brookner and include consecutively accounting 
for mail pieces where one mail piece block begins where another mail piece block ends as taught 
by Lau, because it allows the system to determine damaged, duplicate and missing mail pieces. 
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As per Claim 10 and 12-13. Brookner fails to explicitly disclose the step of accounting 
includes creating a discrepancy block to fill an identified gap where a starting ascending register 
value of a second block is greater than a starting ascending register value of a preceding first 
block. However, Brookner discloses ascending, descending register and a piece count (0027). It 
is old and well known in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have an ascending 
register value (a register value indicating the total postage value consumed) of a postage meter 
greater than the previous ascending register value. Further, descending register keep track of the 
postage value remaining in the meter after a transaction, and would therefore have a lesser value 
after each transaction. Moreover, a piece count increments each mail piece for each transaction 
and therefore would start the counter for the next transaction where the prior transaction ended. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify the method of Brookner and include an ascending register value that 
increases after a postage transaction, because ascending registers keep track of the total amount 
of postage issued over time. 

As per Claim 11, Brookner fails to disclose wherein the step of accounting includes 
creating a negative block to cancel an overlap when the starting ascending register value of the 
second block is less than the starting ascending register value of the first block. However, Lau 
teaches if the mail piece has already been processed the system receiving a download denied 
response from the OMS indicating duplicate material (C. 4, lines 27-49). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to 
modify the method of Brookner and include denying further processing of the same mail piece as 
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taught by Lau, because it prevents the system for accounting for the same mail piece more than 
once. 

As per Claim 16 . Brookner fails to disclose whereby the accounting steps are iterated for 
all blocks at or between the defined startpoint and endpoint. However, Lau teaches if the mail 
piece has not been processed, the ISCl sets a new end of block to the mail piece immediately 
preceding the requested piece, and OMS downloads the requested block to ISC2 (C. 4, lines 27- 
49). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the method of Brookner and include accounting for the blocks at 
their startpoint as taught by Lau, because it provides the system with time to determine whether 
the mail piece has been previously detected. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is 
respectfiilly requested that the applicant, in preparing the responses, fully consider the references 
in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of 
the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fadey S. Jabr whose telephone number is (571) 272-1516. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri. 7:30am to 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571) 272-6708, The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Fadey S Jabr 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3628 

FSJ 

Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) as 
follows: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington^ B.C. 20231 
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or faxed to: 

(571) 273-1516 [Informal/Draft communications, labeled "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to the Customer Service Window, Randolph Building, 401 
Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314 
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